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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE are 1xrormeD that the resignation of Lord Justice 
Bramwett has been completed. 





Tur LINGERING DEATH Of the deeply lamented President 
of the United States suggests an alteration of our own 
criminal law. Until the passing of the Criminal Law 
Consolidation Act, 1861, an attempt to murder was 
punishable with death equally with murder, although the 
victim of the attempt might not die within the year and 
a day, death within which constitutes the crime of murder 
at common law. In 1861 this was altered, and the 
attempt to murder is, by section 11 of 24 & 25 Vict.o.100, 
punishable by penal servitude for lifeonly. The modern 
resources of medical science prolong life so much that 
it is not difficult to imagine a case where a murdered 
man may survive beyond the year and day of grace which 
the law allows to the murderer. It seems therefore that 
for once our criminal law may well be altered in the 
direction of severity. 





Ir MAY BE SOME CONSOLATION to the reverend gentle- 
man whose adventures have recently excited so much 
public interest to know that the law has not been 
unmindful of his case. Kidnapping—that is, “stealing 
and carrying away or secreting any person”—is an 
offence at common law punishable by fine or imprison. 
ment (1 East, P. C., p. 429). It was formerly also 
punishable by the pillory. A curious old Act (43 Eliz. 
¢. 13), which was in force till 1827, rendered punishable 
with death any one who should, *‘ without good and law- 
ful authority, take any of the Queen’s subjects 
against his or their will out of Cumberland, Northum- 
berland, Westmoreland, and the Bishopric of Durham, 
or to any other place within any of the said counties, or 
detain, force, or imprison him or them as prisoners or 
Against his or their wills, toransom them or otherwise.” 





Tue question we discussed last week, of the right of 
parts of houses separately as 


"sae who occupy 
wellings to be put on the borough register, has been 








greatly exercising the revising barristers, At Blackburn 
it appears that a claim was made by the oceupant of a 
bedroom, who had the joint use of another room in the 
house; but the revising barrister decided that a bed- 
room separately occupied for sleeping purposes only was 
not a dwelling within the Act, a decision which seems to 
be unquestionably correct. More difficulty has arisen 
as to other cases which have been nearer the line, but 
the tests applied have generally been those we indicated 
last week—viz., whether the landlord resides in the 
house, whether the furniture belongs to him, and 
whether he provides the attendance, If these facts are 
ascertained, the exercise of a little common sense will 
usually enable the revising barrister to draw the line of 
distinction between the lodger and the householder in 
respect of part of a house. 


A pxciston of the Court of Appeal in Crawcour v. 
Salter, not yet reported fully, but given in this journal 
in Cases of the Week (ante, p. 525), deserves the atten- 
tion of our readers. In Ex parte Powell, In re Matthews 
(L. R. 1 Ch. D. 501), a furniture dealer who had let 
furniture to an hotel keeper, who afterwards became 
bankrupt, claimed the furniture as against the trustee in 
the bankruptcy, alleging that there was a well-known 
custom of letting furniture to hotel-keepers, so that it 
was not in the order or disposition of the bankrupt. The 
Chief Judge said that “the custom was universal in this 
country,” and that the custom had been proved so 
frequently in the bankruptcy courts that the court ought 
to take judicial notice of it. But the Court of Appeal 
declined to do this, and, holding that the evidence 
adduced in the particular case did not establish that the 
custom had existed so long, and had been so extensively 
acted upon, that the ordinary creditors of the debtor 
in his trade might be reasonably presumed to have known 
it, offered the trustee to direct an issue respecting the 
existence of the custom to be tried by a jury, but the 
trustee declined this offer. In Crawcour v. Salter, the 
Court of Appeal, affirming a decision of Manms, V.C., 
held that the custom of letting furniture on hire is now 
so notorious that the court is bound to take judicial 
notice of it, and that no one, especially an hotel-keeper, 
can now gain false credit from the fact that he is in 
possession of furniture. The growing practice of selling 
furniture upon so-called “hiring agreements” renders 
this decision of considerable importance, 





Aw account recently issued, in accordance with the 
38 & 39 Vict. c. 77, s. 28, shows the receipts and ex- 
penditure of the High Court of Justice and the Couit 
of Appeal for the year ending the 3lst of March, 1832. 
Beginning with the Chancery Division the account 
shows “the amount of dividends which would have arisen 
from stock transferred to the National Debt Commis- 
sioners under the provisions of the Courts of Justice 
(Salaries and Funds) Act, 1869, and from the stock pur- 
chased with cash so transferred, if such stock had oe 
been cancelled,” to be £104,275 9s. lld. The amount 
of brokerage on the sale and transfer of stock was 
£12,206 12s, 3d.; the fees of taxation amounted to 
£16,651 99. ; the lunacy percentages to £11,311 10s., and 
the percentage es under windings up to £25 Is. 8d. In 
addition to this the amount received for. stamps in lieu 
of fees was £78,493 4s, 2d, thas making the heig 
receipts of the Chancery Division $222,963 7s,, which 
a decrease of £6,179 17s, from the receipts of the pre- 
vious year. Against these receipts we flud the follow- 
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ing payments—viz., for salaries of judges (including 
£6,000 for the Lord Chancellor), £62,784 9s. 8d. ; 
for retiring annuities of judges, £13,500; for com- 
pensations, less the amount of certain abolished offices, 
£343 12s. 94.; for salaries, £156,305 4s, 2d.; for scriven- 
ery and printing, £4,679 2s. 10d.; for other expenses, 
£4,769 Os. 1d.; for pensions, &c., of officers, 
£31,355 9s. 2d.: for repairs, rents, rates, taxes, &c., 
£5,191 16s. 3d., and for stationery, £8,694; making a total 
of £287,622 14s. 1ld. of expenditure, which is a net 
decrease of £18,527 4s. on that of the previous year. 
In the Queen’s Bench Division the only item of receipts 
is the amount of stamps in lieu of fees, £116,415 4s. 9d., 
being an increase of £29,373 13s. 5d. Against this item 
appear salaries (including £3,457 13s.7d. for remuneration 
to special commissioners and their staff on circuits), 
£167,142 Is. 2d.; incidental and travelling expenses, 
£6,770 Os. 7d.; stationery, &c., £2,101; rent, taxes, 
repairs, &c., £1,149 16s. 3d.; and compensations and 
superannuation allowances, £32,602 3s. 10d., making a 
total expenditure of £209,765 1s. 10d., or an increase of 
£7,550 8s. 5d. on that of the previous year. In the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division the stamps 
and fees received amounted to a total of £153,379 16s. 9d., 
being a net decrease of £10,079 Os. 1d. On the other 
side of this account we have'the payment of salaries for 
probate and divorce, £88,956 14s. 8d.,and for admiralty, 
£15,586 8s. 10d.; incidental and travelling expenses, 
£3,242 18s. 10d. and £176 2s.; for stationery, postage, 
&c., £5,250 and £176; for rents, taxes, repairs, &c., 
£9,423 1s. 10d. and £943 19s. 3d.; and for compensa- 
tions and superannuations, £58,410 18s, 10d. and 
£282 11s. 1d., making an aggregate of receipts amount- 
ing to £187,448 15s. 4d., or £4,315 19s, less than in the 
previous year. The total receipts in the district registries 
of Liverpool and Manchester were £8,816 6s. 8d., and 
the payments £6,309 6s. 1d. Thus it appears that in 
all the divisions of the High Court, including the 
two district registries specified, the receipts were 
£501,574 15s.-2d,, and the expenditure £691,145 18s. 2d. 
The increase in the total receipts was £11,696 3s. 8d., 
and the decrease in the expenditure was £13,943 6s. 4d. ; 
but notwithstanding this, the total excess of expenditure 
over receipt is £189,571 3s., which according to the 
showing of this account the country pays for the ad- 
ministration of civil justice. 





Tue accounr of receipts and payments of the Court of 
Bankruptcy for the year ending March 31,1881, pre- 
pared pursuant to the Act 32 & 33 Vict. c. 19, se. 24— 
28, shows the amount of receipts to be £116,849 13z., 
which is a net decrease from the previous year 
of £18,874 lls. 6d. The expenditure includes 
£33,635 18s. 1d. for salaries; £42,511 38. 8d. for remu- 
neration to county court registrars in respect of bank- 
ruptey business; £15,553 4s, 1d. for incidental and 
travelling expenses ; £997 7s. 6d. for rent, rates, taxes, 
&e.; £373 for stationery and postage; and £29,166 9s, 
for pensions and compensations. These figures, which 
show a net decrease in expenditure of £7,697 12s. 2d., 
also show an excess of £5,387 Ys. 4d. of expenditure 
over receipte. A considerably stronger instance of this 
excess is afforded by the fees received at the Office of 
Land Registry, which only amovpted to £969 10s. 6d., 
while the expenditure came to £6,154 1s, 9d. 





An American journal gives the following conversation 
between counsel and jadge:—‘I object, your bononr, to 
this witness’ testimony.” ‘‘ Upon what ground 7?” said the 
jadge. ‘My point is, your honour, that evidence from a 
person occupying the position of the witness 
is unreliable.” “ What did I understand the witness to 
say his occupation was?” asked the jadge. “ Washington 
correspondent of s New York daily paper,” was the reply. 
“Ab!” said the jadge, “the point is well taken ; ¢ 
court sustains your objection,” 





THE PRACTICAL EFFECT OF 
THE CONVEYANCING BILL. 


I,—As To CoNnsoLIDATION OF MortGAGE3. 


Tue provisions of Lord Cairns’ important measure wers 
fully discussed in these columns during the passing of 
the Bill through Parliament, but it may be useful nog 
to attempt to point out what changes the Act will make 
in law and practice, and especially to define the extent 
of the operation of some of the provisions which may be 
apt to mislead the reader by their apparent generality, 

Among the legislative changes which are effected or 
aimed at by the Act, none appears to be more likely to 
be received with favourable anticipations than the 
17th section, which imposes what the marginal 
note styles a “‘ restriction’’ upon the consolidation of 
mortgages. We own that, even in its fairest and least 
exceptionable shape—where, that is to say, the right to 
consolidate was exercised as against the mortgagor him- 
self—the doctrine of consolidation has always appeared to 
us to involve a doubtful equity. We do not indeed 
doubt that the course of conduct which it prescribed to 
the mortgagor was morally just and reasonable ; but we 
doubt whether it is for the public advantage that the 
courts—even courts of equity—should have attempted to 
carry so far their jurisciction to enforce the morality of 
generosity rather than the strict bargain between the 
parties. This doubt gathers strength at the present day 
from the almost complete abolition of that distinction 
between law and equity upon which the doctrine was 
founded. One practical result of that abolition has been 
to make the mortgagor's right to redeem a mortgage as 
much a legal right, both in legal theory and in the 
current popular sentiment, as any other legal right; and 
this tends greatly to weaken the popular recognition of the 
grounds of the equitable theory, that the mortgagor was 
not claiming a right, but asking a favour, to be granted 
only upon certain terms. 

But if we doubt the propriety of enforcing the doe- 
trine, at least any longer, even against the mortgagor, 
we can have no doubt that the much greater lengths to 
which it has been carried against persons claiming under 
or through the mortgagor are a very proper subject for 
legislative reform. Some of these applications of the 
doctrine could not be said to work anything less than 
manifest injustice, of which, perhaps, the worst was 
caused by the refusal of equity (in its nervous anxiety 
to prevent evasion) to treat absence of notice in an 
assignee as a bar to consolidation against him. It con. 
sequently became, as Vice-Chancellor Wood said in 
Beevor v. Luck (L. R. 4 Ey. 537, at p. 549), a “ very 
dangerous thing at any time to buy equities of redemp- 
tion, or to deal with them at all.” 

Holding these views, we are disposed to receive 
favourably any judicious legislative dealing with con 
solidation. We confess to have suffered some dis- 
appointment at the way in which Lord Cairns has dealt 
with it, and the grounds of this disappointment we pro- 
pose now to explain. 

For this purpose it will be necessary to cite a part of 
the section in which the subject is treated :— 


“17, (1) A mortgagor seeking to redeem any one mort} 
gage, sball, by virtue of this Act, be entitled to do m,/) 
without paying any money due under any separate mort | 
gage made by him, or by any person through whom be} 
claims, on property other than that comprised in the} 
mortgage which he seeks to redeom. 

“ (2) This section applies only if and as far as a contrary 
intention is not expressed in the mortgage deeds, or one of 


hem. - 
(3) This section applies only where the mortgages, oF 
— 2 them, are or is made after the commencement & 
ct.” 


Against interpretation clauses, when they seek @ 
go beyond the province af mero definition, we entertale 
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this objection, that they cannot at their best be anything 
petter than successful devices of laziness, while they are 
much more likely to take effect as traps for the unwary. 
In the present case we do not think that anything has 
been gained by giving an emphatic prominence to the 
abolition of consolidation in its least exceptionable 
shape, while the provision is left to be extended to per- 
sons claiming through the mortgagor Ly the operation 
of an interpretation clause. This, which to our minds 
is a blemish, is emphasised by the crudeness of construc- 
tion which, having in the first line relied upon the 
interpretation clause, in the fourth line makes specific 
mention of persons claiming through the mortgagor. 
But we should not think these criticisms worth urging 
if they stood alone. The section exhibits other unfore- 
seen defects, or intended omissions, which, in our 
opinion, are fatal to its claim to deal finally, or in a well- 
considered manner, with the subject. 

The reader is aware that another mortgage was 
not, as against certain persons, the only thing which 
could be consolidated with a mortgage. As against the 
heir (or devisee) of the mortgagor, a bond debt of the 
mortgagor could be consolidated with the mortgage; 
that is to say, in the language of the report of Shuttle- 
worth v. Laycock (1 Vern. 245) (where the rule was 
first laid down by Lord Keeper North), if there is a 
debt secured by mortgage, and also a bond debt, when 
the heir of the mortgagor comes to redeem, he shall 
not redeem the mortgage without paying the bond debt 
too, in case the heir be bound. This is explained and 
confirmed by Lord Hardwicke in Morret v. Paske (2 
Atk. 52, at p. 53) as follows:—Where a prior incum- 
brancer, by mortgage, &c., has a bond likewise from 
the mortgagor, the latter, in his lifetime, may redeem 
the mortgage without paying off the bond debt; other- 
wise as to the heir-at-law, because the moment he 
redeems the estate, it shall be assets in his hands; 
and for this reason the court compels him to dis- 
charge the bond as well as the mortgage. This 
distinction between the mortgagor and the heir of 
the mortgagor seems now to be clearly settled. It isa 
fine example of the prudery of equity; which might, 
with even better pretence to justice, and without any 
straining of principle visible to the naked eye, have refused 
leave to the mortgagor (who was in justice bound at 
least as much as his heir, whether named or not, to dis- 
charge his bond debts) to oust the mortgagee from his 
legal advantage by redeeming a mortgage, except upon 
the terms of also discharging bond debts (or even 
simple contract debts), due from him to the mort- 
gagee. This was actually done by Lord Keeper North 
in Baxter v. Manning (1 Vern. 244), before the 
Statute of Fraudulent Devises; but the weight of 
authority, though consisting chiefly of dicta, is deci- 
dedly against that case. (See Challis v. Casborn, Prec. 
Cha. 407 ; Anon., 2 Ves. Sen. 662; Coleman v. Winch, 1 
P. Wms. 775; Archer v. Snatt, 2 Stra. 1107; Hlvy v. 
Norwood, 5 De G. & Sm.540). The supposed ground of 
the distinction is neatly expressed in the somewhat 
pedantic observation of Lord Macclesfield in Coleman v. 
Winch: ‘* The bond of the ancestor, wherein the heir is 
bound, becomes upon the ancestor’s death the heir's own 
debt, for which he is suable in debet and detinet.” 
But the ancestor was of course equally liable to be sued, 
and the peculiar forms of the requisite common law action 
099m have no possible bearing upon the equity of the 
claim, 


Hitherto we have been speaking of mortgages of 
real estate. As against the executor, in the case of 
mortgages of chattels, the principle has been carried 
much further; far enough, in short, to give rise to a 
crying iniquity. In Jn re Haslefoot’s Hetate (L. R. 13 
Eq. 327), Lord Romilly, following a previous decision of 
his own, allowed a simple contract debt (we purposely 
omit to consider the effect, in this connection, of the 32 
& 33 Vict. o, 46) to be consolidated with a mortgago of 
Olds as against the executor of the mortgagor, 








although the estate of the latter was insolvent, and the 
result was to injure the general creditors. In In re 
General Providence Assurance Company (L. R. 14 Eq. 
507), this principle was so extended by Vice-Chancellor 
Malins as to apply against the liquidator of an insolvent 
company. It is true that the present Master of the 
Rolls has strongly expressed his disapproval of these 
cases, and of Spalding v. Thompson (26 Beav. 637), the 
original decision of Lord Romilly from which they 
sprang: see Talbot v. Frere (L. R. 9 Ch. D. 568, at p. 
571). Bnt until they have been reviewed by the Court 
of Appeal they cannot be cast aside as overruled. 

It is impossible to see in what way the section of the 
Act which we are considering touches these last-men- 
tioned anomalies and enormities ; or rather it evidently 
leaves them untouched. The interpretation clause informe 
us that property, unless what it calls a “ contrary inten- 
tion” appears, includes real and personal property, and 
the reforms which we desire might have been thoroughly 
effected in a few lines. If the omission to effect them is 
due to inadvertence, we think that the section has been 
very carelessly drafted; if it is due to design, we think 
that the section was very ill conceived. 





RECENT REGISTRATION 
DECISIONS. 


Tue Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 46), by setting on foot a simul- 
taneous revision of the parliamentary and municipal list in 
the numerous cases “‘ where (section 15) the whole or part 
of the area of a municipal borough is co-extensive with, 
or included in, the area of a parliamentary borough,” 
has greatly increased the business of revising barristers’ 
courts. The evening sittings of the revision courts, 
which are made compulsory by the Revising Barristers 
Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 70), s. 4, upon “‘ every 
barrister appointed to revise the lists for a parliamentary 
borough containing, according to the last census for the 
time being, more than ten thousand inhabitants,” have 
no doubt become even more frequent than before. But 
notwithstanding the increased facilitiés for appeal given 
by the 37th seetion of the Act of 1878, by which, “if 
any person feels aggrieved by a revising barrister 
refusing to stato a case, he may apply to the High 
Court for a rule calling on the revising barrister, and 
also on the person, if any, in whose favour the decision 
from which the applicant desires to appeal was given, 
to show cause why a rule should not be made directing 
the appeal to be entertained, and the case to be stated,” 
and notwithstanding the many difficulties of construction 
which the Act of 1878 presents, we cannot say that the 
number of what are called “ registration cases” have 
increased to any considerable degree. The Act of 1878 did 
not come into operation until the 1st of February, 1879, 
so that only one “ set” of these cases has yet been heard, 
and we are somewhat surprised to find that the 
total number of registration cases amounted, in No- 
vember, 1879, to eight, and in November, 1880, to two. 
We propose to examine the more important of these 
cases, taking those under Acts other than the Act of 
1878 first, and those under the Act of 1878 afterwards. 
Ford, Appellant ; Drew, Respondent (28 W. R. 137, 
L. R. 5 OC. P. D. 59), from its interest to articled clerks, 
is probably familiar by name to many of our readers. 
It was decided, upon the construction of section 31 of 
the Reform Act, 1832 (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 45). That seo- 
tion, which makes provision for freeholders voting for a 
city, being a county for itself, enacts that no freeholder 
shall be registered in any year, “unless he shall have 
resided for six calendar months next previous to the 
last day of July in such year within such city, or 
within seven statute miles thereof.” During part of the 
prescribed period of six months, an articled clerk (who 
was a freeholder) who had, throughout the whole of the 
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period, a bed-room kept for his exclusive use in his 
father's house in the city of Exeter, was absent serving 
under articles to a solicitor in London. The revising 
barrister held that there had been a sufficient residence, 
but the court, Grove and Lindley, JJ., on appeal, re- 
versed the decision. It is plain, from the judgment of 
Grove, J., that that learned judge was not free from 
doubt, but that the doubt arose ‘‘ more from expressions 
used in the cases upon the Act,” in which it was 
difficult “to draw the line between actual and con- 
structive residence,’ than upon his own construction of 
the Act.” ‘If I had been asked,” he observed, ‘‘ to 
disregard the decisions, and say whether the articled 
clerk resided in Exeter during the period in question, I 
should have said, without hesitation, No.” The reason of 
the decision was that the clerk could not return to 
Exeter without the consent of the solicitor, and this 
reason should be noted as a guide for future cases 
whete a ‘‘ break” of residence is attempted to be set 
up. 

Phe decision in Foster, Appellant; Medwin, Re- 
spondent (28 W. BR. 660, L. R. 5 C. P. D. 87), that a 
right to vote in respect of a qualification within an 
isolated part of a parish for a borough comprising that 
part is not affected by an order made under the Divided 
Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876 (39 & 40 
Vict. c. 61), which amalgamates the isolated part with a 
parish beyond the limits of such borough, is remarkable 
as showing that the High Court deliberately leans in 
favour of the franchise in case of doubt. The question 
turned upon the construction of a section (4) of the Act 
of 1876, which Lord Coleridge “did not profess to under- 
stand,” but he “ thought it his duty to interpret the Act, 
if possible, so as not to affect the parliamentary fran- 
chise,” and did not hesitate to hold to the governing 
principle “that the court was not to affect the par- 
liamentary franchise, if possible.” We cannot call to 
mind any case in which this rule has been so explicitly 
laid down before, but we believe that it is the general 
practice of revising barristers to lean in favour of the 
franchise. 

Coming now to the cases under the Act of 1878, the 
first we have to notice is Porrett v. Lord (28 W. R. 393, 
L, B. 5 C. P. D. 65). There the appellant’s qualification 
was described in the list as ‘‘ a house, 8, Birley-place.” 
He was objected to onthe grounds that his “ name, place of 
abode, nature of qualification, andthe name and sitwa- 
tion of his qualifying property,” were not correctly de- 
scribed. It turned out that he had changed his residence 
from No.8 to No. 9, Birley-place, and had sent in a 
** declaration for amending misdescription,” under section 
24 and form (M.) of the Act, in which he stated his 
“correct place of abode” as “9, Birley-place,” the 
“ correct nature of qualification” as “houses in succes- 
sion,” and the “‘ correct name and situation of qualify- 
ing ” as “8, Bitley-place and 9, Birley-place.” 
It was held that the revising barrister was right in ex- 
punging the name from the list, inasmuch as there had 
been an alteration of the nature of the qualification. It 
is impossible to read the judgments and not to see that 
this decision was technically correct, but right as it was 
in the letter, it scarcely seems to be in accordance with 
the spirit of the enactment (section 28) of the Act of 
1878, which directs the revising barrister to correct mis- 
takes. No human being could have been misled by the 
original misdescription. Sub-section 13, however, directs 
that the revising barrister “shall not be at liberty to 
change the description of the qualification as it appears 
in the list,” and as the occupation of houses in succes- 
sion is # distinct qualification in iteelf, we do not see 
how the court could have come to any other con- 
clusion. 


The extent of the revising barrister’s power to correct 
mistakes was much discussed in the two Important cases 
ot Jame, A i Howard, lent (28 W. Hh, 
922, I. R. 6 ©. P. D, 226), and Vickard, Appellant ; 
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“ A revising barrister shall . . . 
and have the powers following :— 

‘¢ (1.) He shall correct any mistake which is proved to hig 
to have been made in any list. : 

‘¢(2,.) He may correct any mistake which is proved to hig 
to have been made in any claim or notice of objection.” 


In James’ case, an objector to a parliamentary a 
following the old form under 6 Vict. c. 18, descri 
himself merely “ as on the list of voters for the 
parish” in which he resided. Form ([.) in the 
schedule to the Act of 1878 provides for the signa. 
ture of an objector describing himself as on the 
list of parliamentary voters. This is, of course, 
necessary for the purposes of identification in the cases 
where the parliamentary and municipal lists are revised 
together. It wasargued strenuously for the voter ob- 
jected to that the actual omission of the word “ parlia. 
mentary ’’ could not be said to be a “ mistake,” and the 
revising barrister not only held the omission fatal, but 
was of opinion that he had no power to amend. The 
court, however, was clearly of opinion that he had. In 
Pickard’s case, a lodger, claiming for the first 
time, omitted to state both the amount of his rent 
and the address of his landlord, thus neglecting 
to fill up correctly two out of the five columns 
tabulated in Form (H.), No. 2 in the schedule to the 
Act. The revising barrister, although evidence was given 
satisfactory to him both of the amount of rent paid and 
of the address of the landlord, declined to correct the 
omissions as mistakes, and the claimant lost his vote, 
When the case which was stated came on to be argued, no 
counsel appeared for the respondent. The case mani- 
festly affecting the whole lodger franchise, the court 
directed it to be re-argued by or on behalf of the 
Attorney-General, and eventually affirmed tke decision 
of the revising barrister, holding that the mistake was 
in a claim, not in a list, and that therefore the matter 
was purely one for the discretion of the revising 
barrister under the 2nd paragraph of section 28. ‘I'wo 
members of the court, Lord Coleridge, C.J., and 
Lindley, J., intimated an opinion that the revising 
barrister had rightly exercised his discretion, and that 
the reasons given by him (which appeared very fully in 
the case stated) were sound and good, and sound 
good they probably were. But it is very material to 
point out that this intimation of opinion was no part of 
the judgment, and is not binding on any revision court. 
One of the reasons given by the revising barrister 
was that he did not wish to disturb the practice of his 
predecessor, and it is obvious that the practice 
of revision courts may differ in many parts 
the country. It -is also well to note that if 
case had been of a renewed, and not of a new, claim, the 
lodger would have been on a “list,” and the cevising 
barrister would have been bound to amend under the 
lst paragraph of the section. But how far does the 
word “ mistake’? go? It is curious to observe that the 
point argued in James’ case—that there had been no 
mistake at all—was not taken in Pickard’s case, In 
James’ case the objector had merely omitted the word 
“ parliamentary,” but had otherwise complied with the 
form, and Lord Coleridge, OJ., said: ‘This is 
manifestly a mistake in a notice of objection; for the 
objector wishing to describe himself properly, has 
followed the old form given in 6 & 7 Vict. c. 18, being 
ignorant, and not having taken the trouble to inform 
himself of the altered form given by the Act of 1878,” 
But does tnis reasoning apply to a caso whore a lodger 
claimant carclessly writes “butl®r” underneath the 
words “ amount of rent paid,” as happened in Pickard’s 
case? Wo greatly doubt whether {t does, and it is worth 
while pointing out that Pickard’s case, resulting as it did 
in a defeat of the claimant, only indirectly devides that 





Baylis, Respondent (28 W. ks, 456, L, B. 6 0. P. D, 235). 


a ‘ mistake” within the words of the statute had been 





This correcting power is derived from the followiip 
initial paragraphs of section 28 of the Act of 1878:— — 


» perform the dutigs — 
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The only remaining decision which it is worth while 
0 Yotice is Hayward, Appellant ; Scott, Respondent (28 
W. R. 988, L. R.5 0. P. D. 231), which may be dis. 
Wigged in a very few words. By sub-section 7 of section 
28 of the Act of 1878 the revising barrister is required 
to expunge the name of every person, whether objected 
to or not, where it is proved that on the last day of 
July then next preceding such person was “ incapacitated 
by any law or statute from voting.” It was held, 
affirming the decision of the revising barrister, that the 

ity referred to by this sub-section is such in- 
capacity as that attaching to peers, women, and other 
ms “who, from some inherent, or for the time 
irremovable, quality in themselves, have not the status of 
parliamentary electors,” as explained in Stowe v. Jolliffe 
(L. R. 9 C. P. 734), and does not include the mere 
temporary disqualification arising from the receipt of 
parochial retief. The reasoning of this decision is un- 
answerable, The direction to expunge is given only in 
those cases where the claim to vote requires no argument 
for or against it. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR, 


BURIAL LAW. 


Car, 2,—An Act To REMovE Dovsts As TO THE OPERA- 
TION AND Errecr or sO MUCH oF THE Bortan Laws 
AmenpMent Act, 1880, As RELATES TO THE Brrrus 
anv Deatus Reaistration Act, 1874. 


The 11th section of the Burial Laws Amendment Act, 
1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 41), contained a curious “ clerical 
error in the first sentence thereof,’ by reason of which 
doubts (in the statutory sense of the term, for there 
could be no practical difficulty in construing the sec- 
tion) soon began to arise. The 11th section in question 
directs that the certificate of a registrar, given under 
section 17 of the Births and Registration Act, 1874, 
“shall, in the case of a burial under that Act,’’ be 
delivered to the relatives of the deceased having 
the charge of, or being responsible for, the burial, 
instead of to the person who performs the funeral ser- 
vice. For “ that’? read “ this,” says the “ Burial and 
Registration Acts (Doubts Removal) Act, 1881,” in, as 
we venture to think, either too many or too few words. 
We might either have had a recital of the two sections 
causing the doubt, followed by a declaration that “‘ this” 
meant “ that,’’ which would have been long, but plain 
on the face of it, or the simple declaration by itself, 
which would have been plain by reference. Instead of 
either of these methods, we have a solemn direction that 
“nothing” in section 11 “shall have, or be deemed in 
law to have had, the effect of repealing . . any 
of the provisions contained” in section 17 of the 
Registration Act, 1874, “in any case whatever, save and 
except only in the case of a burial under the Burial 
Laws Amendment Act, 1880.” As this direction is 
followed: by a section substituting the needed “ this” 
for the peccant “that,” we take it to be surplusage. 
However there can be no mistake now, though it may 
take some readers a little extra time to discover what it 
is all about, especially it—as is the case with mest people 
—they had read through the principal Act of 1880, 
with a pardonable confusion of demonstrative pronouns. 





THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE. 


Car, 3.—An Act To FURTHER IMPROVE THB ADMINISTRA- 
TION o¥ Justicn IN THE JuDICcIAG ComMIrrEn or THR 
Parvy Councm, 


Tt was provided by 14 & 15 Vict. o. 83, that “ every 
person holding, or who has held, tho office of a judge of 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery shall, if a momber of 
her Majesty’s Privy Council, be a member of the Judicial 
Committe of the Privy Council.” It has apparently 





been considered that these words will not apply to the 
judges of the present Court of Appeal, for the provision 
is re-enacted with the substitution of “ a Lord Justice of 
Appeal ” for the words in italics. 





SUMMARY JURISDICTION. 


Car. 24.—An Acr To AMEND THE LAW RESPECTING THE 
Service or Process or Courts or Summary Jurispic- 
TION IN ENGLAND AND Scornanp. 


This Act, which (by section 2) is not to apply to 
Ireland, and, by section 3 is to come into operation on 
the Ist of October, provides (by section 4) that any pro- 
cess issued under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, if 
issued by a court of summary jurisdictionin England and 
indorsed by a court of summary jurisdiction in Scotland 
(or vice versd), may be served and executed by an officer 
of either court within the jurisdiction of the indorsing 
court in the same manner as within that of the issu- 
ing court. Any process may be issued and indorsed 
under the hand of any person declared by the Act to 
be acourt of summary jurisdiction, and may be in- 
dorsed solely upon proof (upon oath or by solemn de- 
claration under section 41 of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act, 1879, or any like declaration taken in Scotland) of 
the handwriting of the person issuing it. Where any 
process has been served under the section, requiring an 
appearance to answer an information or complaint, the 
court must be satisfied on oath, before issuing a warrant 
for non-appearance, that there is sufficient prima facie 
evidence in support of the information or complaint. If 
the process is to procure the attendance of a witness, the 
court issuing it must be satisfied on oath that the evi- 
dence of the witness will probably be material, and that 
he will not appear voluntarily without the process, and 
he is not to be subjected to any liability for disobedi- 
ence unless he has been paid or tendered a reasonable 
sum for expenses. The Act is not to apply to process 
requiring appearance to answer a complaint issued by 
an English court of summary jurisdiction to recover a 
“ civil debt” within the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, 
or by a Scotch court in a case within the definition of 
civil jurisdiction under the Summary Procedure Act, 1864. 
By section 5 any person apprehended under the Act is to 
be forthwith taken to some place within the jurisdiction of 
the issuing court. Any warrant of distress issued in Eng- 
land, and indorsed in Scotland is to be executed in Scot- 
land as a Scotch warrant of poinding and sale, and any 
duly indorsed Scotch warrant of poinding and sale is to be 
executed in England like a warrant of distress, but any 
account of the costs or charges of the execution or of the 
money levied, and any money raised thereby, must be 
dealt with as if the warrant had been executed within the 
jurisdiction of the issuing court. Section 6 gives a court 
of summary jurisdiction in England, and a sheriff courtin 
Scotland, power to make an affiliation order, although 
the child was born, or the father or mother ordinarily 
resides, in Scotland if the court is English, or in England 
if the court is Scotch, and obedience may be enforced 
in the same manner as in the case of any other process 
under the Act, which is (by section 7) to be in addition 
to, and not in derogation of, any existing statutory 
powers of executing warrants or other process in Eng. 
land or Scotland, Section 8 extends the term “ process ” 
(unless ‘the context otherwise requires) to every sum- 
mons or warrant to appear to answer any information or 
complaint, or as a witness, and every warrant of commit- 
ment or imprisonment or distress, and every order or 
minute, or copy of an order or minute, of a court of sum- 
mary jurisdiction, as well as every dooument or 
(other than a warrant of arrestment) required to be 
served or executed for any purpose connected with a 
court of summary jurisdiction. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


SHERIFFS’ OFFICERS, 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—It appears to me that now-a-days to give a 
sheriff’s officer a writ of attachment in the hope and ex- 
pectation of its ever being executed is little better than a 
farce. Without mentioning names, I may say that a few 
weeks ago I had occasion to lodge such a writ with one of 
the officers in a certain county. He appears to have put 
it in his drawer with a number of similar writs, and never 
troubled his head about it for several days, at the expira- 
tion of which time he wrote stating that if I could identify 
defendant he could be taken. I accordingly went to the 
place where he was most likely to be found, met him, 
and immediately wired the sheriff's officer to send down 
a man at once, but although I waited patiently for two 
hours, no one came. In reply toa complaining letter, the 
officer wrote expressing his regret that no one was in 
when the telegram arrived, and asking me to give him 
twelve hours’ notice of any appointment with the de- 
fendant. 

I again arranged to meet the officer and another man, 
whose motto seems to be “ defence not defiance,” at ten 
o'clock punctually the next day. I attended at the time 
named, the man without the warrant arrived at the time 
named, but he who had the warrant sauntered down at 
11.15 and another opportunity was lost. 

Farther comment on this would be superfluous ; suffice 
it to say the defendant has not yet been secured, and 
probably the writ has been peacefully slumbéring in 
the officer’s drawer ever since his last bold attempt to 
execute it. - 

My object, of course, in troubling you is that possibly 
some of your numerous readers, who doubtless suffer in 
the same way, may be able to suggest a remedy. 

A Constant READER. 





DUTY OF SOLICITOR ACTING FOR BOTH 
PARTIES ON SALE OF EQUITY OF REDEMP- 
TION. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Permit me to avail myself of your columns to 
ask whether any of your readers can refer me to any 
case in which it has been held to be the duty of a 
solicitor acting for both parties, on the occasion of a con- 
veyance of an equity of redemption, to inform the vendor 
that he will remain liable to the mortgagee, although he 
is parting with the property ? Lux. 

We do not know of any case, but we should think 
that it is clearly the duty of the solicitor acting for both 
vendor and purchaser of an equity of redemption to 
inform the vendor that he will remain liable on the 
covenants in the mortgage.—Ed. S. J.] 





CHARITY LEASES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—In settling a charity lease the other day I met 
with a mistake in Woodfall’s “‘ Landlord and Tenant ” 
which is of some importance, and to which you might 
like to call your readers’ attention. Atpp. 34.and35 of the 
12th edition, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 136, s. 16, is mentioned as 
governing leases of charity lands, and the section is set 
out at length. I find, however, that that section has 
been repealed by 32 & 33 Vict. c. 110, 8, 17, and that 
section 12 of the latter Act now regulates the matter. 

Lincoln’s-inn, Sept. 13. J.G. 





Mr. Justice Watkin Williams, who is the judge selected 
to goon the Western Circuit at the ensuing autumn assizes, 
will, in addition, undertake some portion of the duties for 
Lord Justice Lush on the North and South Wales Circuite. 


‘ 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


‘ 
Comeany — VotuntTary WINDING up — ComMPULSORY — 


Orpex—Ricut oF Forty Pat-up SHAREHOLDER TO PET.” 
TION—INSOLVENT CompANY—ComPANigs ACT, 1862, s. 138, 
—In the case of In re Belgravian Ice Company (Limited), an 
application was made before Kay, J., Vacation Judge, on the 
21st inst., for a winding-up order of the company by a fully 
paid-up shareholder. The petition alleged that the com 

was insolvent unless the liquidation was most success 
and further, that one shareholder had a paramount interest 
in the company, and that the petitioner would be prejudiced 
by anything but a compulsory order and an independent 
liquidator. It appeared that since the presentation of the 
petition the company had agreed upon a voluntary liquida- 
tion. For the petitioner it was submitted that she was 
prejudiced by the voluntary winding up, and was entitled 
to acompulsory order, aud reliance was placed upon Jn re 
West Surrey Tanning Company (L. R. 2 Eq. 737.) For the 
company it was submitted that the petitioner had no Jocus 
standi, and that the petition should be dismissed with 
costs, on the authority of Jn re Diamond Fuel Company 
(22 Soxrcrrors’ JourNAL, 246), and further, that the only 
ground apparently for the petition was that the present 
liquidator was objected to, and as to the latter point, that 
the petitioner could have applied under the 138th section of 
the Companies Act, 1862, without the necessity of any 
winding-up order. Kav, J., said that it had been settled since 


the Beaugdais Wine Company’s case (L. R. 3 Ch. 15) that a — 


shareholder must make out a case for the court to interfere 
witk a voluntary winding up. As far as he could judge, 
all that the present petitioner objected to was the liquidator, 
but she could have applied under the 138th section for his 
removal, and a winding up by the court was altogether un- 
necessary. Under the circumstances he should dismiss the 
petition, but as the voluntary liquidation had taken place 
after the presentation of the petition, he would dismiss it 
without costs.—Soxicirors, Rogers § Chave ; A. Kerby. 


PRACTICE TAXATION OF Costs—PRESENCE OF SOLICITOR 
—Vacation,—lIn the case of Jn re A Solicitor, also before 
Kay, J., on the 21st inst., an application was made for leave 
to tax a solicitor’s bill in the vacation. ‘The common 
order to tax had been made on the 10th of September, and 
the taxing master was willing to proceed with the taxation 
forthwith, but he considered he had no power in vacation 
without an order of the judge to compel the attendance of 
the solicitor at the taxation, Kay, J., said that the order he 
should make would be to direct the taxation to proceed on 
notice being given to the solicitor, so that he might attend 
if he liked, If he did not attend, then the taxation would 
proceed id his absence.—Soticirors, Eardley, Holt, § Rich- 
ardson. 


PracticE—ARBITRATION—AGREEMENT TO REFER ALL 
Martrers 1n Dispute—Cuarcine Oxper—ALTeRaTIoN— 
Rerosat OF ARBITRATOR TO Act—AproiINTMENT OF New 
AxgsitraATOR—CommMon Law Procepure Act, 1854, s. 12.— 
In the case of Ruston v. Tobin, also before Kay, J., on the 
21st inst., a motion was made for the appointment by the 
court of a new arbitrator under the following circumstances, 
The action was one in relation to setting aside an agreement, 
and had been dismissed by Fry, J., and there was a 
sum now io the hands of the plaintiffs payable to the 
defendant, Subsequently to the trial, the defendant and 
his solicitors had quarrelled, and an agreement was come to 
referring all matters in dispute to the arbitration of an 
eminent solicitor, The defendant's solicitors saheeqnena 
obtained a charging order on the moneys in the plain 
hands for any sum so found due. By the agreement the 
arbitrator had power to tax the bill of costs of the defendant's 
solicitor. When-the parties came before the arbitrator the 
conduct of the defendant was so viglent that the arbitrator 
refased to proceed with the arbitration, and this motion 
was now made under the 12th section of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, for the appointment by the 
court of a newarbitrator. It was also asked that the charg- 
ing order might be varied accordingly. The defendant 
submitted that no order should be made, and desired that 
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all matters should be referred to the taxing master OF — 
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to oneof the official referees. Kar, J., said he had power 
under the section referred to to appoint a new arbitrator 
when, as here, the named arbitrator refused to act, and he 
ascordingly referred it to chambers to appoint an arbitrator. 
He said he had no power to vary the charging order as 
asked, but that a new order must be drawn up, inserting 
the name of the fresh arbitrator.—Soticitror, W. Webb. 





Parent — InrRINGEMENT— Vatipity EstaBLisuzD BY 
Acrion—Acs or Patent—Issuzs.—In the case of Holmes 
Marine Life Protection Association (Limited) v. Pilley, also 
before Kay, J., on the 21st inst., a motion was made to re- 
strain the infringement of a patent now thirteen years old, 
and which had never been impeached, It was admitted that 
the validity of the patent had not been decided in any jndi- 
cial proceeding, but an injunction was asked simply on the 
ground of the age of the patent. The plaintiffs alleged that 
if an account were kept by the defendant if would be 
no adequate protection to them, as the defendant was ruining 
the trade by his mode of selling. The defendant denied the 
validity of the patent on the usual grounds, and offered to 
keep an account until the trial. He objected to any injunc- 
tion. Kay, J., said he did not think it was the practice to 

t an injunction, even in the case of an old patent, where 
it had not been established by some judicial proceediag. All 
he could do now was to direct the usual issues to be tried as to 
the validity of the patent. The defendant must keep an 
account, and on these terms the motion would stand to the 
trial. The parties might deliver their pleadings at once, and 


‘ then settle the issues if necessary,—Soxicirors, Burton, 


Yeates, Hart, & Burton. 





LanDLORD AND Tenant—Distress—BaAtLirF—AGENT OF 
LANDLORD—WITHDRAWAL OF Distress By LANDLORD— 
RETAINER OF Possession BY Battirf—Expenses oF D1s- 
trEss,—In a case of Pronger v. Freeman, also before Kay, J., 
on the 21st inst., a motion was made for an order that the 
defendants should give up possession of the plaintiff's pre- 
mises. The plaintiff was tenant of the defendant Freeman 
ona yearly tenancy, his tenancy expiring at Michaelmas 
next. It appeared that Freeman had written to the plaintiff 
applying for his rent, and stating that a distress would be put 
in unless the same was paid. The plaintiff at once sent 
Freeman a cheque for the rent, about £120, actually remain- 
ng ydue of the Lady-day rents, certain sums having been paid 
by the plaintiff on account of the defendant. Before the 
defendant had received the cheque he ordered the defendant 
Morgan, as his agent, to distrain for a whole year’s rent— 
namely, £400—and Morgan accordingly went into possession 
and refused to allow any of the plaintiff’s crops to be removed. 
On the plaintiff ascertaining that, notwithstanding the pay- 
ment of his cheque, Morgan declined to withdraw from pos- 
session, and that he claimed expenses calculated for a seizure 
and sale for £400 instead of £120, the amount actually due 
for rent, he commenced this action for damages and an in- 
junction. An interview subsequently took place between 
the plaintiff and Freeman, when the latter gave the plaintiff a 
receipt in full for the whole year’s rent and also an agreement 
to pay him a valuation as outgoing tenant, and at the same 
time he sent off a telegram to the defendant Morgan saying 
that the distress was withdrawn. Freeman subsequently 
wrote to Morgan confirming the telegram, and stating 
that unless the plaintiff subsequently paid his expenses 
he would. Morgan still, however, refused to with- 
draw unless his expenses were first paid, and accord- 
ingly this motion was brought, asking that the defend- 
ants might be ordered to withdraw. For Freeman it was 
submitted that the agreement was that the plaintiff was to 
pay Morgan, and that he had not done so. For Morgan it 
was submitted that he was bound to be paid his expenses, 
and was entitled to remain in posséssion until that was done, 
aod was in effect a quasi-officer of the court. Kay, J., was 
clearly of opinion that Morgan was only agent of the land- 

and was bound to withdraw from possession as soon as 
his authority was withdrawn. He was not at all in the posi- 
tion of a sheriff’s officer where an execution had been put in. 
He must now withdraw, leaving the question as to his ex- 
penses to be subsequently determined. He would reserve 
the costs of the motion.—Soxicrrors, Kardley, Holt, & 
Richardson ; Jackson § Prince. 





SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
AnnvuaL Provinctan MeEttne. 


The following arrangements have been made for the 
annual provincial meeting of this society, to be held in the 
Pavilion at Brighton, on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 11th 
and 12th of October next. 

Tuesday, October 11:—The president, Mr. Charles 
Claridge Druce, will take the chair at 11 a.m., and address 
the meeting. After the address of the president, papers 
contributed by members of the society will be read and 
discussed. The meeting will adjourn at 1.30 for luncheon. 
It will be resumed at 2.30, and be closed at 4.30 o’clock. 
In the evening, the members of the Incorporated Law 
Society attending the meeting (to a number not exceeding 
400) will be entertained at dinner by the president and 
members of the Sussex Law Society. 

Wednesday, October 12:—The meeting will be resumed 
at 1la.m., when the reading of papers and the discussion 
thereon will be continued until 4.30 p.m., with the excep- 
tion of an interval of adjournment for luncheon between 1.30 
and 2.30 p.m. The forty-sixth half-yearly general meeting 
of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association will be held in the 
Pavilion on this day, October 12, at 10 a.m. 

On the evening of Wednesday, October 12, there will be 
@ conversazione and ball at the Pavilion, at 9.30. 

Endeavours will be made to arrange one or more excur- 
sions on Thursday, the 13th. 

The Brighton committee will be happy to give any further 
information to members proposing to attend the meeting on 
application addressed to Mr. J. W. Howlett, Brighton. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The third meeting of the summer session was held on 
Tuesday evening, September 20, at the Law Library, Cross- 
street, Manchester, when J. B. Edge, Esq., of Manchester, 
barrister-at-law, occupied the chair. It was unanimously 
resolved: “That the hearty congratulations of the society be, 
and are hereby, tendered to Mr. S. F. Butcher and Mr. Jas. 
Hislop upon their recent successes at the Solicitors’ Honours 
Examination, and the society notes with pleasure the success 
which has attended the Manchester candidates at that ex- 
amination, two out of the five in the first class having come 
from this city.” The question for debate was: ‘* Does notice 
of an act of bankruptcy committed afterthe seizure, but before 
delivery under a writ of elegit, deprive the creditor of the 

rivileges of section 95 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869?” 

essrs. Innes, Coward, and Law argued for the affirmative, 
and Messrs. Branthwaite and Caspar supported the negative. 
Mr, F. W. Roe Rycroft (solicitor) and Mr. Hislop (solicitor) 
also spoke in favour of the affirmative. The chairman then 
summed up in a very able and exhaustive manner, and the 
question on being put to the meeting was decided in the 
affirmative by four votes. A cordial vote of thanks to the 
chairman concluded the meeting. 








OBITUARY. 


MR, HENRY CHARLES TRENCHARD. 


Mr. Henry Charles Trenchard, solicitor, of Taunton, died 
suddenly on the 13th inst. He was out shooting at West 
Buckland with his son, when he fell to the ground, and 
died almost instantly. Mr. Trenchard was admitted a 
solicitor in 1831, and he bad practised for over fifty years at 
Taunton. He had an extensive private practice, and he had 
been for many years clerk to the Taunton Board of 
Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary 
Authority, and superintendent registrar for the district. 
He was also solicitor to the Taunton and West Somerset 
Licensed Victuallers’ Association, and secretary to the local 
Conservative association. Mr. ‘Trenchard was universall 
respected at Taunton, and his sudden death is mu 





lamented, 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Brewster, solicitor, of Middlesborough, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr, Joun Bowtine, solicitor, of Leeds, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the.Horsforth Local Board. 

Mr. Epwarp Greer, solicitor, of Newry, has been 
appointed an Assistant Legal Commissioner under the Irish 
Land Act, Mr. Greer has been for several years sessional 
Crown solicitor for the county of Armagh. 

Mr. Geratp Hunnysun, solicitor, of Huntingdon, has 
been appointed by the Duke of Manchester to the office of 
Coroner for the Leytonstone Division of Huntingdonshire. 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomnt Stock CoMPANIEs, 


LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Nortntrx Counties Bayx, Luowrep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 14, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., at the 
Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, Sept 28. Nash and 
Field, Queen st, Cheapside, agents for Pybus, Newcastle on-Tyne, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 

Watson Kirtine anp Company, LimitEp.—By an order made by 
Kay, J., dated Sept 7, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the said company be continued. Crowder and Co, Lineoin’s- 
inn-fields, agents for Ward, Middlesbrough, solicitor for the 
petitioners. Gazette, Sept. 16.} 


Geyerat Iron Scrsw Coxtrer Company, Liwitep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented September 20, directed to be heard before 
the Vacation Judge, Rolls yard, Chancery lane, on Sept 28. Lyne 
and Holman, Great Winchester st, solicitors for the petitioners. ~ 

Norrnern Counties Banx, Liuirep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented = 17, directed to be heard before Kay, J., at the 
Rolls court, Chancery lane, on Sept 28. Rossiter, Verulam blidgs, 
Gray’s inn, agent for Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

Provinciat Monetary Company, Limitey.—By an order made by 
Kay, J., dated Sept 14, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Kingsford, Dorman and Co, Essex st, Strand, agents 
for Titley, Bath, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Worxtne Men’s Mutvan Socrery, Limitrp.—By an order made 
by Kay, J., dated Sept 7, it was ordered that the above society be 
wound up. Beall and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the 
petitioner. Kay, J., has fixed Friday, Sept 30, at 12, at the 
chambers of Chitt , J-» Rolls yard, Chancery lane, for the 
appointment of an offivial liquidator. 

Sivek Vattey Mrves, Limitren.—Kay, J., has fixed Friday, Sept 
30, at 12, at the chambers of Chitty, J., Rolls yard, Chancery lane, 
for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

[ Gazette, Sept. 20.] 


Fatexpiy Societies Dissonven. 
Liverpoot Warrers’ Sick ann Buatan Socizry, Liverpool, Sept 
1B} 


Cuort Jeunion Fematze Farienpiy Society, General Elliot Inn, 
Croft, Lancaster, Sept 13 Gazette, Sept. 16.) 


FRrrexpiy axp Beyerizt Society, Crown Inn, Strickland, Dorset. 
Sept 16. { Gazette, Sept. 20.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Axscott, THomis Reyxotns, Exmouth, Captain in the Devon 
Artillery Militia. Oct 15. Tozer and Geare, Exeter 

Baryraiper, Witt1am, Yarm, York, Gent. Nov 1. Newby and Co, 
Stockton-on-Tees 

a e ‘" ous, Cartmel Fell, Lancaster, Gent. Oct 22, 

€ 

Buows, Rouexrt, Newmarket All Saints, Cambridge, Fishmonger. 
Ich 1. Fern and D’ Albani, Newmarket : 

sunter, Jonnx, Halifax, Gent. Oct 15. Edwards Hill, Halifax 

sees mu, London rd, Fishmonger. Oct1. Binney and Uo, 


Bolton, 


Canton, Monuis, Tavistock #q, Faq. Oct17. Hitbery, Billiter st 

Cummise, Rev Joun, Manor House, Chiswick. Oct 26. Hyde and 
Co, Ely pl, Holborn 

Davreny, Henney Francis, Fore st, lvory Warehouseman, 
Phipos, Farringdon st \ 

ey , Isaac, Keswick, Cumberland, Gent. Oct 22, Bolton, 


Foa¢on, Vzizanurn, Jarrow, Durham, Nov7, M J 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne : ed ia eraciaa 


Nov 8, 
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GortscHaLox, Goprrey, Fallowfield, Manchester, Merchant. Noy 
15. Cunliffe and Co, Manchester 

HARvIne, 
Meade-King and Bigg, Bristol 2 

Jackson, ARaBELLA, Whitby, York. Dec3l. Gray and Pannetf, 
Whit ; 








by 
Jackson, Tuomas, Ruswarp, York, Gent. Dec 31. Gray ang 
Pannett, Whitby 
JENKINSON, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Leather Dealer, Oct17. Wheat, 
Sheffield 
Lxrean, Samvuen Grorar, Leeds, Surgeon. Novl5. Butler ang 


Middlebrook, Leeds A 

Maryer, Mary Annzg Goopwiy, Lewisham High rd. Nov 9 
Thomas, Regent st ; z 

Mittett, Hannrpat Curnow, Blenhein rd, St John’s Wood, 
Solicitor. Oct 20. Coode and Co, Bedford row 

PemBERTON, Feeprerick AuBert, Horseferry rd, Westminster. Oct 
18. Mackeson and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

PotxtarD, Joun, Holker, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 29. Tyson, Dalton. 
in-Furness 

Procter, Wrvt1aM, the younger, Durham, Gent. Oct 6. Marshall, 
Durham 

STANDFIELD, WitL1Am Tomas, Crewkerne, Somerset. Brewer, 
Oct 12. Sparks and Blake, Crewkerne 

Tnompson, Ropert, Kendal, Westmoreland, Glass and Ching 


Dealer. Oct 22. Bolton, Kendal 

Witcox, Witt1am, Walsall, Stafford, Spur Manufacturer. Oct 10, 
Stubbs and Smythe, Birmingham 

Wiutsoy, Jonny, Dewsbury, York, Gent, Novi. Chadwick and 
Sons, Dewsbury 


[ Gazette, Sept, 13.] 


Arxtnson, Mary, Brighton. Oct 20. Verrall, Brighton 

Avsiy, Fanny, Isle of Ely, Cambridge. Oct 29. Metcalfe, Wisbech 
St Peter 

Brater, Mary, Crewkerne, Scmerset. Oct 20, Sparks and Blake, 
Crewkerne 


Borwrient, Maria, Harwar st, Hackney rd. Octl. Jenkinson, 
Eastcheap 
Brapixzy, Jostan, Oldham, Cotton Yarn Dresser. Oct8. Mellor, 


Oldham 

Brapuzy, Mary, Oldham, Lancaster, Oct 15. Mellor, Oldham 

Covrt, Rosert, Dymchurech, Kent, Yeoman, Oct1l. Stringer, 
New Romney 

Curtine, Boswett, Lewisham, Kent, Wine Merchant’s Clerk. Noy 
1, Chorley and Co, Moorgate st 


Davies, Wint1am, York Town, Surrey, Surgeon. Novi. Cooke 
Wokingham 
Dent, ‘T'nomas, Kingston upoa Hull, Licensed Victualler. Novl. 


Watson and Son, Hull 

—— WittraM Day, Louth, Lincoln, Surgeon. Nov14. Wood, 

out! 

DuncomsBer, Ricz Joun Ives, Exeter, Gent. Tozer and 
Geare, Exeter 

Gorpon, CATHERINE Marra, Onslow gdns, Kensington. Oct 31, 
Boodle, Davies st, Berkeley sq 

Govunsurn, Saran, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Oct 20, Marlow and 
Dixon, Manchester 

Hartanp, Cuartes, Duke st, St James’, Esq. Oct 15. Crawley 
and Arnold, Whitehall pl 

Nov 1. Edward 


Lorp, Aurrgp, Vicar 0! 

Carpenter, Trafalgar sq. 

Magez, Tuomas, Birmingham, House Agent. Oct 16. Tyndall and 
Co, Birmingham 


Nov 1. 


Mithian, Cornwall, 


Owen, Wririam, Rotherham, York, Ironmaster. Nov, Nichol- 
son and Co, Weth, nr Rotherham 
Parson, Maraaret Ann, Heigham, Norwich. Oct9. Sadd and 


Linay, Norwich 

Prxcuegs, Conrav Hume, Cromwell rd, South Kensington, Barrister 
at Law. ‘Novl, Gregson, Angel ct, Throgmorton st 

Pye Tomas, Gunnersbury, M.D. Oct 31. Hobbs, jun, 
ells 

Sritex, Joun Larpgen, Tarporley, Chester, Esq, M.D. Oct 20, 
Birch and Co, Friars, Chester 

Smita, Georex Kuitu, Gosport, Southampton, Wine Merchant, 
Novi. Wilkinson and Drew, Bermondsey st 


Sparzow, Saran Prick, Welshpool, Montgomory. Sept 2. 
Howell and Co, Welshpool 
Warts, Francis Usugn, Beeston, Nottingham. Novi. Murray, 


Whitehall pl 
Wuitenkap, WALTER WituiAm, Leeds, Bookbinder. Nov 1. Walter 


Harland, Leeds 
[ Gazette, Sept, 16.] 


Arxtnson, Many, Brighton, Oct 20. Verrall, Brighton 
Bartietr, Ripiey, Wellington st, Shacklewell, Gent. Oct 21 
Wells, Paternoster row 

Bantwirr, Mary, Pickering, York. Nov7. Whitehead, Pickering 
Bowrnrs, Winutam, Leeds, Beerseller, Oct 8. Tempest, Leods 


Shaw, Leeds 
Burnet, James, Lewisham, Draper, Oct 21, Wells, Paternoster 


row 

Cock, Groray, South Molton, Devon, Retired Tradesman. Sept 28. 
Shapland and Sons, South Molton 

Coox, Ricnarp, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Builder. Oct 81, Cres 
well, Bromagrove 

Dowson, Txomas, Kirby Moorside, York# Retired Grocer. Oct 11, 
Harrison, Kirby Moorside 

Duauam, Lypia, Addison rd, Kensington, Oct 16, Unna, The 
Sanctuary, Westrinster 

¥rex, Joun Leataenvant, Widmore, Bromley, Kent, Underwriter. 
Oct 22, Harries and Co, Coleman st 

Fivzvaruicx, Many Any, Liverpool, Oct 17. Hore and Uo, Liver- 


pool 
Fuowt, Grong, Dorchester, Hotel Prvprictor, Sept 30, Coombs, 








Dorchester 






Henry, Stoke Bishop, Gloucester, Yeoman, Oct Ts : 


Bramisy, Wu.1aM, Kippax, York, Retired Labourer, Oct 2% 
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Francs, Brompton, Northallerton, York, Oct 14, 
itehoad, Pickering 
Hornzx, Simon, Whitby, York, Gent. Oct 14. Whitehead, 


Pickering 

KxEune, la Corr, Hanley, Stafford: Oct 20. Paddock and 
Son, Hanley 

Kex.ine, <a Hanley, Stafford, Clerk. Oct 20. Paddock and 

Hanley 

aioe, Luss Txomas, Myddleton 84, Islington, Gent, Oct 26. 
Berkeley and Calcott, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Miuzvuen, Tuomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Carman, Nov 1, 
Dickinson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Puace, Caroning, York. Novl. Whitehead, Pickering 

Ranpatt, Venerable Archdeacon Henry Goupney, Christian 
Malford, Wilts. Nov 1. Booty and Bayliffe, Raymonds bidgs, 
Gray’s inn 

Rettuy, Twomas, Wednesbury, Stafford, Insurance Agent. Oct 17. 
Jones, Wednesbury 

Rigesxpeon, Joun, Heslington, York, Gent. Nov 22. Crumbie, 
Yor’ 

Ronayne, Extzanetn, Harrogate, York. Nov 1. 
Walker, Halifax 

Sroxzs, Rey. Gzorax, Hope, near Hanley; B.D. Oct 10. Bishop 
and Topham, Hanloy 

Wuerter, Georar, Warminster; Wilts, Nurseryman. Nov 30. 
Wakeman and Black, Warminster 

Wirrtn, Rosert, Thames Ditton, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 21. Wells, Paternoster row 

Wieurman, Joun, Chard, Somerset, Retired Ironfounder. Oct 8. 
Clarke and Lukin, Chard 

[ Gazette, Sept. 20.] 


Emmet and 








LEGAL NEWS. 


The Lord Chancellor is suffering from indisposition, 
brought on by overwork, and has been advised to take 
complete rest. It is stated that his medical advisers hope 
that he will be convalescent in the course of a week. 


Itis stated that the Commissioners of Prisons have reported 
against the retention of Newgate Gaol, and it only rema! 
for the Home Secretary to confirm their decision. ~ Clerke™* 
well Prison will become the central lock-up for Londo” 
malefactors ; and the courts of law which comprise what i® 
known as the Old Bailey will be enlarged so as to cover the 
space now occupied by the prison. 


In Davis v. Mayor and Council of Macon, says the Albany 
Law Journal, Judge Bieckley observed :—“ When I was a 
solicitor-general nothing in my experience struck me with 
more force than that, term after term, in each county of 
my circuit, I met substantially the same body of people 
who had connection with the criminal docket—the same 
array of prosecators, defendants, and witnesses, Here and 

&@ new man would come in, and occasionally a 
prosecutor would become a prosecuted, and vice versd, and 
the witness class would occasionally disintegrate and mix 
up with the other two; but my intimates were, and con- 
tinned to be for four years, very much the same individuals. 
They were my regular customers.” 


At the Wandsworth Police Court on Wednesday last an im- 
portant case was heard, having reference to the construction 
of shop basements, Alfred Boon, a builder, being summoned 
at the instance of the Wandsworth Board of Works for pro- 
ceeding to the erection of houses in the Battersea Park-road 
contrary to the order ofthe board. It appeared that the de- 
fendant sent in an application for the erection of a number 
of shops with basements. Upon that the board passed a 
resolution in effect stating that they could not permit the 

to be erected below the level of the road. Mr. Guy, 

who appeared for the defendant, said he believed the point 
iad never been raised before, If allowed, it would practically 
Prevent the construction of basements in London. Mr. 
Corsellis, clerk of the board, said the main sewer was laid 
inthe Battersea Park-road fifteen years ago, and on the 
Occasion of storms the water rose and flooded the basements. 
® only way to avoid the difficulty was to prevent the con- 
struction of basements. Mr. Pilditch, the surveyor, was 
talled to corroborate that statement, After a lengthened 
argument, in which the gg thought the board had 
Power to make the order, Mr. Corsellis suggested that the 
ant should fill up the basements which he had already 
Constructed, The defondant asked to be allowed to retain 
ments to some half-dozen shops on the understanding 

the remainder should be erected without them. The 
— was ultimately adjourned to allow of an arrange- 


Mr. J, N. Goren, the rev barrister for St. Pancras, 
0a Thursday gave his decision in @ case which arose at the 


a 





St. Pancras Registration Court a few days ago, and which 
affects a large number of claims. It turned upon the dis- 
tinction to be drawn between a “ lodger” and an “ occupier.” 
Charles Simpson claimed as an occupier for three rooms at 
24, Princes-crescent. Having been objected to, he ap- ’ 
peared and proved that the furniture in the rooms was his 
own, that he had free ingress to the rooms, and could shut 
out the landlord if he chose, and that the landlord gave him 
no service or attendance. The question the revising barris- 

ter said was whether Mr. Simpson was a lodger or an occu- 
pier, and that had always been one of great difficulty, and 
was rendered more difficult by the interpretation of the 
words “dwelling-house” in the Act of 1878. To entitle Mr. 
Simpson to the franchise it must be shown that he had sole 

and exclusive occupation or use of a room or rooms, and that 

he had“during the time of such occupation been rated as an 

ordinary householder. He was of opinion that Mr. Simpson 

had made out his claim on the first point—namely, that he 
had sole and exclusive use of part of a house. With ~~ 
tothe next point—namely, the payment of rates—it had 

been decided that where a number of persons occupied 

distinct and separate parts of a factory or building, and the 

landlord paid the whole of the rates, then the various persons 

must be held to have been rated as ordinary householders, 
although not separately rated by the overseers—a thing 

which it was practically impossible for the overseers to do. 

He therefora held that the claim of Mr. Simpson had been 
made out, and should disallow the objection made by the 
Conservatives. 








SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Sept. 30.—Mr. E. Jackson, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Buildiog Property (see advertisemeat, Sept. 10, p. $44). 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


os 


BIRTHS. 
Banks.—Sept.' 18, at Woodsiey Lodge, Leeds, the wife of 
George Banks, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Brown.—Sept. 16, at the Royal Bank House, Maybole, N.B., 
the wife of David Brown, solicitor, of a son. : 
Szton-Karr.—Sept. 12, at Roby Hall, Liverpool, the wife of 
Henry Seton-Karr, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
STRICKLAND. — Sept. 20, at Essex Lodge, Cotham-road, 
Bristol, the wife of Nathaniel Strickland, solicitor, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

APPLETON — TRISTRAM.—Sept. 20, at Bramshott Church, 
Hants, William Appleton, of the Inner Tempie, barrister-at- 
law, to Eleanor Penelope Mary, daughter of the late William 
Barrington Tristram, of Fowley, Hants, 

Briaas — Ripspaue. — Sept. 20, at Ealing Congregational 
Church, E. F. Ashworth Briggs, M.A., LL.M., of the 
Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Florence May Ridsdale, 
daughter of the late Joseph Ridsdale, of Montpellier, Tuf- 
nell-park, N. 


DEATHS. 
ProrHeRro.—Sept. 15, at 4, St. John’s-wood-road, Thomas 
Prothero, F.S.A., barrister-at-law, aged 65. 
Rabctirr.—Sept. 13, at 24, Montague-place, Russell-square, 
Joseph Radcliff, M.A., barrister-at-law, aged 43. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fetway, Sept. 16, 1981, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Greenfield, Edward Jabez, Denmark hill, Anerley, Tailor, 
14, Brougham. Sopt 29 at 1 
P To Surrender in the Country, 
Brindley, Samuel, Ashton-on-Mersey, Chester, Builder. Pet Sep 
12, Ui . Manchester, Oct 10 at 12 
Fletcher, William, Wi » Westhoughton, Lancaster, Builder, 
Pot ort 9 Holden, Bolten, Sept 28 at 11 
Halstead, Edward Peroy, Ross, Hereford, Horse Dealer, Pet Sept 
m,. a ia. —- Sept 29 at 10 te 
icholls, Bristol, Bootmaker. Sept 13. Harley. 
ne me a a fs Lan Grocer ‘ Sept 
ton, Edwin, St. ian caster ~ Pet MM 
Cooper. Liverpool, Oct 3 atl : 


Pot Sept 
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Slack, Joseph, Nottingham, Baker. Pet Sept 14. Patchitt, Not- 
tingham, Sept 28 at 11 

Weeks, William Francis, Hastings, Butcher. Pet Sept 10. Young. 

ings, Oct 1 at 12 
Tvxspay, Sept. 20, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 

Davies, George, Arundel st, Strand, Metal Merchant. Pet Sept 16. 
Brougham. Oct 4 at 11.30 

Lloyd, Eleanor, ep gnome rd. Pet July 14. Hazlitt. Oct 4at11 

‘o Surrender in the Country. 

Bedingfield, Charles Henry, Leicester, Tobacconist. Pet Sept 15. 
Moore. Leicester, Oct 5 at 12.30 

Creyke, William Ramsden, Hanley, Builders’ Merchant. Pet Sept 
15. Jackson. Hanley, Oct 3 at 11 

Jones, David, Trecynon, Aberdare, Grocer. Pet Sept 17. Williams. 
Aberdare, Oct 3 at 11 

Milan, James Thomas, Sunbury, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 12. 
Abbott. Kingston, Oct 6 at 12.30 

Thomas, William Henry, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Ironmonger. Pet 
Sept 14. Blake. Newport, Oct 4 at 12 

White, Greenwood, Bingley, York, Stuff Manufacturer. Pet Sept 
15. Robinson. Bradford, Oct 4 at 12 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fruivay, Sept. 16, 1881. 


Allcock, Jacob, Watton, Norfolk, Grocer. Oct 3 at 2 at offices of 
Culley and Gould, Queen st, Norwich. Robinson, Watton 

Anderton, William, Lincoln, Cabinet Maker. Sept 28 at 11 at offices 
of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 

Arculus, Thomas, and not Arenlus, as previously advertised, Hock- 
ley Heath, Warwick, Baker. Sept 29 at 11.30 at offices of Price 
and Co, Paradise st, Birmingham 

Basson, Robert Thomas, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Provision 

Sept 26 at 2 at offices of Barratt, London Wall. Lomax, 

Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush 

Bicknell, Malcolm, Maiden Newton, Dorset, Manager of a Farm. 
Sept 28 at 3 at offices of Kearsey and Co, Old Jewry 

Bonfellow, George Onesimus, Golborne rd, Notting hill, out of busi- 
ness. Sept 26 at 4 at 145 Cheapside 

Bonser, George, Dalton, Huddersfield, Farmer. Sept: 28 at 12 at 
offices of Welsh, Victoria chambers, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Brook, Joab Ramsden, Kirkburton, nr Huddersfield, Painter. Oct 
5 at 11 at offices of Milnes and Swift, New st, Huddersfield 

Burman, Arthur Ralph, Seacombe, Chester, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 30 at 3 at offices of Copeman, Dale st, Liverpool 

Clark, Joseph, South Shields, Durham, Stationer. Oct 3 at 12 at 
offices of Wawn and Smith, King st, South Shields 

Clover, Samuel, Arthur st, Oxford st, out of business. Sept 26 at 
11 at offices of, Hart and Co, Gt Russell st, Bloomsbury. Cork, Gt 


Russell st 
Combes, Alfred, Chichester, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Oct 4 at 3 
at offices of Arnold and Cooper, East st, Chichester 
Cook, George, Kidderminster, Worcester, Wheelwright. 
3 at offices of Roden and Dawes, Bank buildings, 
Cowles, James George, Mangotsfield, Gloucester, Builder. 
at 12 at offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol 
Crick, John, Bristol, Builder. Sept 29 at 2 at offices of Tricks, Broad 


Sept 29 at 
idderminster 
Sept 29 


st, Bristol. Ward, Bristol 

Davenport, Alfred, Birmingham, Brewer. Sept 26 at 4 at offices of 
Elkington, Newhall st, Birmingham. Ratcliff, Birmingham 

Davie, William, Southampton, Carpenter. Sept 29 at 3 at offices of 
Bell and Tayler, Portland st, Southampton. 

Day, James. Bradford, York, Grocer. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of At- 
kinson, Dale st, Bradford 

Evans, Martha, Byton, Hereford, Licensed Victualler. 
at offices of Moore, Corn sq, Leominster 

Farley, William Henry, Ramsgate, Coach Builder. 
offices of Parry, Harbour st, Ramsgate 

Fenton, William, Wigan, Draper. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of Barlow, 
King st, Wigan 

Foulouse, Joseph, Digbeth, Licensed Victualler. Sept 27 at 3 at 
offices of Sargent and Son, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 

Gardner, John, Cathay, Bristol, Builder. Sept 30 at 2 at Guildhall, 
Broad st, Bristol 

Geen, Henry, Cardiff, Builder. Sept 30 at 11 at offices of Smith 
and Co, High st, Cardiff. Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 

Goodman, Harriet, Stourport, Worcester, Painter. Oct 3 at3 at 
offices of Thursfield, Swan st, Kidderminster 

Grant, William, Bristol, Draper. Sept 23 at 12 at offices of Essery, 
Nicholas st, Bristol 

Griffith, Richard, Liangeinwen, Anglesea, Farmer. Sept 30 at 11 
at Sporteman Hotel, Carnarvon, Williams and Hughes, Porth-yr- 


Sept 29 at 3 
Sept 24 at 1 at 


aur 

Gwillam, John, Birmingham. Licensed Victualler. Sept 29 at 2 at 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennetts-hill, Birmingham 

Hoare, John Chapman, Broad st, Bloomsbury, Cab Proprictor. 
Sept 29 at 3 at offices of Cooper and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Hodgins, James, Holbeach. Lincoln, Schoolmaster. Sept 20 at 4 at 
elles of Mossop and Mossop, Holbeach 

Hudson, Isabella, Burnley, Lancaster, Leather Dealer. Sept 20 at 
3 at offices of Artindale and Artindale, Hargreaves st, Burnley 

Israel, Nathan, Salford, Hulme, Manchester, out of business. 

29 at 11 at offices of Ambler, Chapel st, Salford 

Jones, Rowland Gill, Lye, Oldswinford, Worcester, Chemist. 
30 at 11 at offices of Corser and Co, Market st, Stourbridge 

Landen, William, Moulton, Lincoln, Publican. September 20 at 1 
at the White Hart Hotel, Spalding. Calthrop, Spalding 

Lee, John, Kingston upon Hull, Hatter. 28 at 3 at offices of 
Martinson, Exchange bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston upon Hull 

Leigh, John, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 28 at 10 at offices of 

i Edwin “i ubare rd, Stoke in 

le, KAwin, Amburst rd, e Newington, Baker. Sept 20 

at 2 at offices of Willis, Charles #q, Hoxton 


Sept 





Lund, George, Bradford, York, Woollen Merchant. Sept 28 at lia} 
Leutchers’ Restaurant, Darley st, Bradford. Beverley and Qo, — 


Bradford 
Mal , John, Burslem, Stafford, Wheelwright. Sept 23 at3 at 

0 é 
Sept 29 at 1.30a¢ 


of Bennett, Piccadilly bldgs, Hanley 

Manners, William, Grantham, Lincoln, Solicitor, 
the George Hotel, Grantham. Barker, Melton Mowbray 

Maxwell, Thomas, High Harrington, Cumberland, Grocer. Sept 
at 11 at office of Millburn, Nook st, Workington 

Newby, Thomas, and John Newby, Cleckheaton, York, Builders, 
Oct 4 at 11 at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Peel, Richaad, Salterforth, York, Farmer. Oct 1 at 2 at offices of 
Robinson and Co, Skipton 

Picknell, Edward Shepherd, Hastings, Lodging house keeper. 
27 at 2 at the Law Institution, Chancery lane. Davenport and 
Hastings 
igott, Botry Eversfield, Gate Burton, Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
ved 5 = lat the Great Northern Hotel, Lincoln. Bescoby, East 

) 

Potter, Martha, Brighton, Ladies’ Outfitter. Sept 30 at 3 at offices 
of Champion and Co, Ironmonger lane. Champion, Brighton 

Puddephatt, Henry, Dunstable, Bedford, out of business. Sept 30 
at 11 at offices of Carter, Barber’s lane, Luton 

Rees, Jacob, Llandilo, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Sept 27 at 11 at 
offices of Howell, aunty st, Llanelly 

Robinson, John Haylock, Moray rd, Tollington Park, Wholesale 
Confectioner. Oct 5 at 2 at offices of Dalton and Jessett, & 
Clement’s House, Clement’s lane 

Rowe, John Alfred. Rock Ferry, ur Birkenhead. Boot Maker. Oct 3 
at 3 at offices of Moore, Duncan st, Birkenhead : 

Rowlands, Thomas, Forest Hill, Kent, Cowkeeper. Oct 3 at 12 at 
the Law Institution, Chancery lane. Child and Son, South sq, 
Gray’s inn 

Rynveld, Daniel Levie, Cannon st rd, Butcher. Sept 26 at 10.30 at 
offices of Cattlin, Wormwood st, Old Broad st 

Saunders, John Gilbert, Wollaston, nr Stourbridge, Worcester, 
Farmer. Sept 30 at 3 at offices of Gould and Elcock, Lower High 
st, Stourbridge : 

Senior, Ann, Huddersfield, Innkeeper. Sept 29 at 11 at offices of 
Dransfield, Ramsden st, Huddersfield 

Shaw, Edwin, Liversedge, York, Bobbin Manufacturer- Sept 28 at 
10,15 at offices of Scholes and Son, Wakefield rd, Dewsb 

Smith, John, Heywood, Lancaster, Dyer. Oct 1 at 12 at o 
Banks, York st, Heywood 

Taylor, Robert, Nottingham, Fruit Merchant. Oct 4 at 12 at offices 
of Fraser, Brougham chmbrs, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Thomas, David, Cardiff, Builder. Sept 23 at 3 at Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, Duke st, Cardiff. Morgan, Cardiff 

Tidswell, William, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. Sept 20at 12 a 
offices of Paynter, Cable st, Liverpoo 

Toombs, Daniel Richard Lawrence, Millbrook rd, Brixton, Coal 
Agent. Oct 3 at 4 at offices of Yorke and Wharton, Conduit st, 
Bond st 

Tyley, Edward, Oswestry, Salop, Joiner. Sept 30 at 2 at Public 
Hall, Oswestry, Ellis, Oswestry 

Walker, John, Bradford, York, Scrivener. Sept 20 at ll a 
Leuchter’s Restaurant, Darley st, Bradford. Cox, Bradford 

Walton, Alfred, Essex rd, Islington, Oil and Colour Man. Sept 9 
at 12 at Mark-lane. Palmer and Smith, Charles-square, Hox- 
ton 

West, Thomas, pu Gerboldisham, Norfolk, Pork Butcher, Oct 3a 
11 at offices of Newson, North Lopham 

Sept 27 at 


White, James Peters, Hastings, Licensed Victualler. 
at Law Institution, Chancery lane, Davenport, and Co. Hash 


ces of 


ings 

White, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Sept 26 at 1 at offices 
of Hoyle and Co, Westgate rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

White, Robert, Sheffield, Timber Merchant. Sept 27 at 11 at offices 
of Porrett, Bank st, Sheffield 

Williams, John Charles Henry, Bideford, Devon, Baker. Eh 
30 at 12 at offices of Rooker and Bazeley, Bridgeland st, Bi 


ford 

Williams, William Parry, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Odtl 
at 1 at Queen Railway Hotel, Chester. Buller and Bickley, Bir 
mingham 

Wilson, John, Leeds, Gommercial Traveller. Sept 30'at 1 at offices 
of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Lee 

Winder, David, Bolton, Licensed Victualler. Sept 28 at 3 at offices 
of Ramwell and Co, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Woolston, John, Harpenden, Herts, Farmer, Sept 27 at 3 at the 
Midland Hotel, Harpenden. Wells, St Albans 

Wotton, Edwin, Taunton, Auctioneer. Sept 27 at 11 at offices of 
Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Wornack, John Wharton, North Lopham, Norfolk, Grocer. Sepb# 
at 11 at offices of Chittock and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 

Yates, Richard Smalley, Manchester, Confectioner, Sept 27 at ul 
at offices of Simpson, South gate, King st West, Manchester 

Young, James Arthur, Victoria chmbrs, Westminster, Ep 
Sept 30 at 3 at offices of Alsop and Co, Gt Marlborough st 


TvEsDAY, Sept. 20, 1881. 


Allen, John, Denton, Lancaster, Chemist. Oct 6 at 3 at Clarent 
Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Drinkwater, Hyde $ 

Anderson, Tom, Leeds, Architect. Oct 3 at 12 at Law Institutio, 
Albion pl, Leeds. Craven, Leeds 

Atwood, William, Kimberley, Notts, Cottage Farmer. Oct 7 ab 
at offices of Carter, Eldon chmbrs, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Baggalley, William Lae nr Manchester, Stationer, 
11 at 3 at offices of Evans, St George’s chmbrs, Albert sq, May 
chester 

Barton, Robert Henry, Walton-on-Thames, Watch Maker. Oct6# 
3 at offices of Noton, Lombard st : 

Beesley, John, Bath, Baker, Oct 3 at 3 at offices of Titley, O 
grove, Bate & 

Bettany, George, jun., Birmingham, China Dealer. Oct 3 at 1 
offices of James, Temple row, Birmingham 

Boyle, John, Bewdley, Worcester, ‘Tailor, Sept 90 at 11 at offices 

we and Son, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
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Law Institute, Albion pl, Leeds. Walker, Leeds 


Broad, Richard, Lo: m, Stafford, Potter. Sept 29 at 11 at offices 
of Kent, Chancery Lane, Lon 


gton 
Burn, Henry, Derby, Commercial Traveller. Oct 3 at 3,30 at offices of 


Hextall, 1 st, rby 
Carroll, John, Matvlebone lane, Furniture Dealer, Sept 30 at 4 at 


ofaces of Philp, Walbroo 
Catterson, John Harrison, Beverley, York, Tanner. Sept 30 at 11 
Oct 11 


at offices of Hobson, Beverley 
Pritchard and Marshall, 


— 
Brayshay, William Wright, Leeds, Licensed Victualler. Oct 3 at 3 
at Leeds 


rs, James, Fenchurch st, Oil and Colour Merchant. 

at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. 
Gracechurch st 

Clark, William, New Swindon, Wilts, Baker. Oct 3 at 10 at offices of 
Boodle, Albion bldgs, New Swindon 

Clifford, Henry, Hyson green, Nottingham, ont of business. Oct 3 
at 3 at offices of Belk and Miller, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Dalzell, John, Papcastle, Cumberland, Farmer. Sept 30 at 12 at offices 
of Hayton and ay oe Cockermouth 

De Cort, Emmanuel, Kingsland rd, Marble Mason. Oct 6 at 3 at 
offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pondrd. Cooper, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Denny, Alfred Edward, Stoke, Devonport, Lieutenant in the Royal 
Navy. Oct 5 at 12 at offices of Pearse, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Fasenby, Frank, Pollington, York, Butcher. Oct 4 at 12 at Downe 
Arms Inn, Snaith. Mander and Son, Wakefield 

Ellery, John, Plympton St Mary, Devon, no business. Sept 30 at 
10,30 at the Cannon st Hotel. Curteis, East Stonehouse 

Rvans, Lewis, Brynmeurig, Cemmaes, Montgomery, Farmer. Sept 
29 at 2 at the Blue Bell Inn, Machynlleth. Williams and Co, 
Newtown 

Finney, Elizabeth Ann, and Julien Barker, Leicester, Paper Mer- 
chants. Oct 4 at 3 at offices of Harding and Co, Princes st, Man- 
chester 

Fish, Amos, Penryn, Cornwall, Boot Maker. Oct 4at 12 at offices 
of Jenkins, the Square, Penryn 

Fitzpatrick, John Frederick, Leicester, Draper. Oct 4 at 11 at offices 
of castle, Finsbury pavement 

Garner, Samuel, Florence, Stafford, Blacksmith. Sept 27 at 11 at 
offices of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 

Goodchild, William Denton, Hilgay, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 29 at 
12 at County court house, Downham Market, Reed and Wayman, 
Downham Market 

Goodwin, Thomas, Knaresborough, York, Engine Uleaner., Sept 30 
at 12 at offices of Kirby and Sons, Harrogate 

Gotterson, Thomas, Aylsham, Norfolk, Wheelwright. Sept 28 at 12 
at offices of Stanley, Bank Plain, Norwich 

Gregory, William Henry Reggatt, Southampton, Coal Agent. Sept 
28 at 3 at offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Hayes, John Hall, Ringstead, Northampton, Grocer. Sept 29 at 11 
at Talbot Hotel, Oundle. Richardson and Son, Oundle 

Heath, Albert Huxley, Wolverhampton, Brass Founder. 
at offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Henn, Thomas Parson’s Green, Fulham, Butcher. 
Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn ¥ 

Hill, Charles, Southampton, Travelling Draper. 
office of Guy, Albion st, Southampton 
oad, William James, Rye, Sussex, Ship Builder. 
at offices of Butler, Watchebll st, Rye 

Hockfield, David, Bishop’s rd, Paddington, Jeweller. Oct 3 at 12 at 
office of Norman, Gt Marlborough st 

Hunt, Robert Edmund, Pinchbeck, ur Spalding, Lincoln, Registered 
ol a Sept 3) at 12 at uhe White Hart Hotel, Spalding. Dyer, 

n 


, Thomas, and Richard Hyam, New King st, Deptford, 
i en. Oct 7at 1 at offices of Ruddle, Greenwich rd, 
Imms, James, Birmingham, Venetian Blind Manufacturer. 
29 at 11 at offices of Free, Temple row, Birmingham 
Jackson, George Edward, Batley, York, Joiner, Oct 4 at 10.30 
at offices of Truswell, Bank chmbrs, Commercial st, Batley. 
Brearly, Batley 
James, Henry, Birmingham, Baker. Oct 4 at 2 at offices of Potts, 
Temple row, Birmingham 
Jansen, Julius, Merton st, Euston rd, Cabinet Mannfacturer. Sept 
80 at 2 at offices of Morphett, King st, Cheapside. Wetherfield, 
Queen st, ee 
Jones, Charles, Blenheim crescent, Notting-hill, Horse Dealer. 
Sept 28 at 12 at offices of Morris, Mitre crt, Temple 
Jones, Walter, Narberth, Pembroke, Saddler. Oct 3 at 1 at offices 


Oct 1 at 11 
Oct 5 at 2 at the 
Oct 1 at 12 at 

Sept 28 at 4.30 


Sept 


of Lewis, Narberth 

Kent, Edward, Worthing, Livery Stable Keeper. Sept 28 at 3 at 
Steyne Hotel, Worthing. Nye, Brighton 

Kilner, William, Preston, Lancaster, Spinner. Oct 5 at 11 at offices 
of Houghton and Myres, Winckley st, Preston 

Iandrogt, Philip Henry, Pratt st, Camden Town, Baker. Sept 29 
at 3.at offices of Johnston, Seymour pl, Marylebone 

Lord, William, Blackburn, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Oct 4 
ft 11 at offices of Withers, Tackett st, Blackburn 

tt, William, and Benjamin Callaway, Gloucester, Timber 

Merchants, Bept 90 at 11.30 at Queen’s Hotel, New st, Birming- 
ham, Haines, Gloucester 

Marolda, Emilio, Margaret st, Regent st, Artist. Oct 7 at 3 at office 
of ecg Aen Lumley, Conduit st 

Marshall, George William, Stanley st, New Cross, House Decorator. 
Oct 11 at 1 at offices of Moss, Gracechurck st 

May, Frederick, Ladbury. Hereford, Licensed Victualler. Oct 1 at 


2.30 at offices of Miller and Corbet, Foregate st, Worcester 
, James, Cheltenham, Lodging House Keeper. Oct 3.at offices 
ait Clark, yhegent st, Cheltenham cheaniabi 
usgrave, iam,"Leeds, Dyer. Oc, 3 at offires of 8 m and 
Burrell, Albion st, Leeds > ; <i 
ver, James, Helston, Cornwall, Cabinet Maker. Oct 12 at 3 at 
offices of Tyacke, Coinage Hall st, Helston 
Palmer, Sarah, Colw: . Desiagh, Hotel Keeper. Oct 1 at 12 at 
Coed ‘Pella Hotel, ‘olwyn . Ohamberlain, Liandudno 
Rea, Elizabeth, Tottenhall Wood, nr Kidderminster, Beerhouse 
Keeper. Oct 5 at 12 at offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 
Roberts, Frederick, Chester, Fish Dealer, Sept 30 at 11 at offices 
of Mason, Bridge at row Hast, Chester 





Roberts, John, and William Mapp, Leominster, Carriage Builders. 
Oct 3 at 12 at Midland Hotel, Birmingham. Moore, Leominster 
Robinson, James, Carlisle, Grocer. Oct3 at 11 at offices of Dobin- 
son and Watson, Bank st, Carlisle E 

Rosser, William, Aberdare, Butcher. Oct 5 at 10 at office of Rosser} 
High st, Pontypridd 

Russell, John, Chetwode, Buckingham, Farmer. Oct 1 at 11.30 at 
Swan and Castle Hotel, Buckingham. Stockton, Ban 

Shepherd, Charles, Halifax, Greengrocer. Oct lat 11 at offices of 

alshaw, Crown st chmbrs, Halifax 

Simmons, Thomas, Letcomb Regis, Berks, Farmer. Sept 30at1 at 
Wantage Coffee house, Market pl, Wantage. Jotc Wantage 

Smith, William, Barrow-in-Furness, Corn Dealer. Oct 3 at3 at 17, 
Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in-Furness 

Soar, Thomas, Nottingham, Blacking Manufacturer, Oct 4at 3 at 
offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Surman, Henry Charles, Cheltenham, Baker. Oct 1 at 10 at offices of 
Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Taylor, Catherine, and Walter Taylor, Matlock Bridge, Derby. 
~~ Oct 7 at 2 at offices of Calder, Market chmbrs, Derwent 
st, Derby 

Taylor, John, High st, Deptford, Tailor. Oct 3 at 2 at offices of Reed 
and Co, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall st 

Till, William Mace, King’s rd, Chelsea, Bank Clerk. Oct 6 at 12 
at the Pier Hotel, Oakley st, Chelsea. Gibson, Sittingbourne 

Toulouse, Joseph, and not Foulouse, as erroneously printed in last 
Gazette, Digbeth, Licensed Victualler. Sept 27 at 3 at offices of 
Sargent and Son, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Wadling, Henry, and William Bolton, St George’s place, Battersea 
Rise, Builders, Sept 30 at 2 at offices of Corsellis, East Hill, 
Wandsworth 

Wells, Robert, Broomfield st, Poplar, Ironmonger. Oct 3 at 2 at 
offices of Morphett, King st, Cheapside. Wetherfield, Queen st, 
Cheapside 

Welsh, Frances Elizabeth, Maidstone, Kent. Oct 4 at 11.30 at offices 
of Stenning, Earl st, Maidstone 

White, John Edward, Leeds, Grocer. Oct 6 at 3 at offices of Scat- 
cherd and Hopkins, Albion st, Leeds 

Williams, Richard, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Draper. Sept 30 at 1 at 
Station Hotel, Bangor 

Williams, William, Birkenhead, Steam Tug Owner. Oct 12 at3 at 
offices of Cowl, South John st, Liverpoo 

Woodcock, Exley, Huddersfield, Dyer. Oct 3 at3 at George Hotel, 
St George’s sq, Huddersfield. Mitcheson, Heckmondwike 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it *‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
oeverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Ixvalids and Children.” 

Highly. commended by the entire Medica 1Press. 

Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
seeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c,, and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ib . 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


-EDE AND S50N 


ROBE eR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of ths Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 
x inserting particulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 
of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 
Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 
post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 
particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five days 
previous to end of preceding month. 
Valuations for Probate and Transfer. ouvere. 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, S.W. 














JANUARY INTERMEDIATE AND FINAL EXAMINATIONS, 
R. ALBERT GIBSON’S Olasses for these 
L Examinations commence on October 5, Fee 12 guineas. 
Postal preparation, fee 6 guineas, 
Out of 87 pupils sent up for the Final this year 2 passed at 
their first attempt, 17 obtaining Honours. In June,2 of the 6 
emen were pupils of Mr. Gibson. 
Full particulars on application to 35, Southamp 
Chancery-lane. 
N.B,—Class work for the November Examinations is now going on 
and students can still join. A special month's class for the 
November Intermediate witl be formed in October. Fee ¢ guineas 
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THE ACADEMY, 


4 Weekly Debielv of Piterature, Science, and- 


PRICE THREEPENCE: FREE BY POST THREEPENCE-HALFPENNY, 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION 18s.; BY POST, 18s, 2dJ 
PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. 





PUBLISHED EVERY FRIDAY IN TIME FOR THAT DAY’S POST, 








CONTAINING EVERY WEEK 


Sienzp Reviews of important new books, English and Foreign, in Belles-Lettres, Travel, History, Biography 
Philosophy, Natural Science, Philology, the Fine Arts, and Archmology. Periopican News-Larrers from Ox 1 
Cambridge, Paris, Rome, Florence, Berlin, and other Centres of Learning and Literary Activity, 4 


Obituaries of Distinguished Men, Transactions of Learned Societies. Correspondence, 


Notes and News, Literary, Geographical, Scientific, and Artistic, Jottings respecting rare Books, Sales, 
Curiosities, Publishers’ Announcements, &c, : : 

Notices of Exhibitions in London and the Provinces, and of important Novelties in Music and the D m 
OntemwaL Antictzs on Current Topics of Literary Interest, 


Tue Acapemy has always maintained the principle of Signed Articles as affording the best guarantee. of a 
ness and competence. In the list of its Contributors will be found the recognised Authorities in their several § 
partments of Knowledge. Its half-yearly Volumes are of permanent value for purposes of Reference, especially 
those interested in the English Classics, in History, Philology, and Oriental Studies, 


A New Volume commenced July 2, 1881. 





A SPECIMEN NUMBER | 


Sent to any part of the United Kingdom on receipt of Threepence-Halfpenny in postage stamps, 





PUBLISHING OFFICE: 


52, CAREY STREET, LINCOLN’S INN, W.! 
To be had at all Railway Stations, and of all Newsvendors in Town and Country, 








Scale of Charges for Advertising in “The Academy.” 


Five Lines of Small Type s+ -» O 2 6] A Column : - & © 
Every additional Line .. ‘a on +» 0 0 61 A Page (equivalent to Three Columns); 8 8 
Half a Column ., ke : is oo OR a 


Special Arrangements for a Series. 


Advertisements should be sent to the Publisher, H. Villers, at the Office, 52, Caroy-street, W.0., on or 
the Wednesday previous to the Saturday ou which they are intended to appear. : 


*," “THE ACADEMY” is a desirable medium for all Advertisements addressed to the educated came 








